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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
States ° n * COmtry ' m ° re than ° ne yeaf P " 0r t0 * he date of a PP' ication for P a *ent in the United 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Morita et 
al. (US 5,831,374). 

Regarding claim 1, Morita discloses (fig 4) a PDP with a circuit board mounting a 
drive circuit, a chassis structure provided on the backside of the PDP for supporting the 
PDP and for mounting the circuit board, a first chassis member (221, 10) mounting the 
circuit board, a second chassis member (140) fixed on the backside of the PDP, a 
plurality of support portions (fins on 21 1) between the first and second chassis members 
for supporting the two chassis members and for forming a predetermined interval 
between the two chassis members. 

Regarding claim 2, Morita discloses the second chassis member's surface fixed 
on the backside of the PDP is in a plain state, and is bonded on the backside of the 
PDP. 

Regarding claim 3, Morita discloses the number of support portions located in 
central area is larger than that of support portions located in edge areas on the PDP. 

Regarding claim 4, Morita discloses the plurality of support portions are 
projections formed on the first chassis member. 
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Regarding claim 5, Morita discloses a plurality of projections formed on the first 
chassis member resulting in a product that is not patentably different than the claimed 
invention. Applicant is claiming process step therein and therefore are of product-by- 
process nature. The courts have been holding for quite some time that: "-In spite of the 
fact that a product-by-process claim may recite only process limitations, it is the product 
which is covered by the claim and not the recited process steps-. (In re Hughes, 182 
USPQ 106)-". Also -Patentability of a claim to a product does not rest merely on a 
difference in the method by which that product is made. Rather, it is the product itself 
which must be new and unobvious. (In re Pilkington, 162 USPQ 147)-." Accordingly, "- 
a rejection based on 35 U.S.C. section 102 or alternatively on 35 U.S.C. section 103 of 
the statute is eminently fair and acceptable." (In re Brown and Saffer, 173 USPQ 685 
and 688). -The determination of the patentability of product-by-process claim is based 
on the product itself rather than on the process by which the product is made-. In re 
Thrope, 777 F.2d 695, 227 USPQ 964 (Fed. Cir. 1985). As such, no patentable weight 
is given to process steps recited in claim 5. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed Apr 02, 2003, have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Morita fails to discloses a plurality of support portions 
provided between the first and second chassis members, the support portions forming a 
predetermined interval in between and states, in Morita, although the joining portion can 
support the backside of the panel, the finned external heat sinking unit is attached only 
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on the backside of the cabinet accommodating the panel and the joining portion. As a 
result, it is difficult to ensure a sufficient rigidity for the plasma display apparatus. 
Applicant also points out the thin wall portions 22 (fig 7A) making it impossible for the 
structure of Morita to provide sufficient rigidity. 

The Examiner points out (fig 4) a plurality of support portions (fins of 21 1) at a 
predetermined interval in between the chassis members (211 and 140) and (figs 5 and 
10) with alternative embodiments with the chassis member 10 mounting a circuit board 
and the second chassis member mounted on the backside of the PDP and absence of 
the thin wall portions, which results in an increased total area for heat radiation and 
improved support strength. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ken A Berck whose telephone number is (703)305- 
7984. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on (703)305-4794. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703)308-7382 
for regular communications and (703)308-7382 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)308- 
0956. 





